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In general, the jurisdiction of courts is a public matter that cannot be affected by a private agreement, and the jurisdiction of a 
court can neither be acquired nor lost as a result of an agreement of the parties. ! Nevertheless, although jurisdiction over the 
subject matter cannot be conferred by agreement? or consent, in civil cases, at least, a court's jurisdiction over the parties may 


arise from voluntary submission by agreement or consent.* Indeed, while private parties may not by contract prevent a court 
from asserting its jurisdiction or change the rules of venue, a court in which venue is proper and which has jurisdiction should 
decline to proceed with the cause when the parties have freely agreed that litigation shall be conducted in another forum and 


where such agreement is not unreasonable at the time of litigation.” 


Consent to jurisdiction over the person can be express or implied in the conduct of the party in question. Those who participate 


in litigation by asking the court to grant requests beneficial to them submit themselves to the court's jurisdiction.” 
CUMULATIVE SUPPLEMENT 


Cases: 


Consent, and a fortiori inaction, cannot confer jurisdiction where none exists. People v. Superior Court, 239 Cal. App. 4th 93, 
191 Cal. Rptr. 3d 1 (4th Dist. 2015). 
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